How and in what manner has the social been instrumental in formulating planning policies, and, does Hong Kong ascribe to any social concept that facilitates its current spatial planning framework? The legacy of the social in planning originally came to fruition within the Chicago School of Social Sciences during the early 1920's. Since then, the understanding of the social and how planning responds to the social has been wide and varied. This paper examines the social's application in spatial notions in addition to its context within Hong Kong. At its core this argument outlines the consequences of a social notion within planning and the spatial modes of recourse. Issues of scaling are brought into question when addressing planning as well as economic focus, in both the local as well as regional governance levels, which further emphasises the dynamic proxies of social and spatial factors for territorial planning. Having neither of these, the argument then highlights the realities of economic asymmetries in the disempowerment of a local populous through land speculation and housing shortages. Since the turn of the 20th century sociology has played an active role in understanding the city structure and urban development through the work of sociologists, Ernest Burgess (1886 Burgess ( -1966 and Louis Wirth (1897 Wirth ( -1952 , amongst others.
As a guiding premise, their respective takes on the city as a social form -in its distribution, order, arrangements, and class system -has forever fused the social with the city, in either of their ecological understanding of the city and its analysis (Burgess, 1928) or in a broader understanding of urbanisation as spatial-technical entity (Wirth, 1938) . Adapted by other disciplines, the socio-spatial perspective of the city resonates in discourses such as urban morphology, urban geography, and spatial planning in their respective attempts to align the social with urban form, geographic conditions, or planning instruments (Lin & Mele, 2013 and Fyfe & Kenny, 2005) .
Since Burgess' original land use model, several variants have further investigated urban organisation through an understanding of the social, each of which produced distinct conceptual anchors for analysis. The models of Hoyt (1939) , Mann (1965) , Ulman and Harris (1965) Although these models advanced the understanding of urbanisation, the same models have since received blame for both their social and spatial misconceptions, and for inspiring flawed spatial ideologies (Fishmann, 1977; Vanstiphout, 2008; Watson, 2009; Low; 2012) . To this effect, the rise of asymmetrical social landscapes (Kaminer, 2010) , the splintering of the city (Graham & Marvin, 2001) , and a misreading of social agency (Simone, 2014) has, at the hand of top-down planning, established the misgivings of the creative, organic, and sustainable city paradigms. This forced many to take a counter stance against rigid forms of development in favour of emergent attitudes in planning (Pinilla-Castro, 2010) . 
Reading the social as form
Ernst Burgess proposed an empirical framework to industrialize cities of the 1920's. The initial model, and its variations dated 1924, 1925 and 1927, kept to a city that conformed within a concentric arrangement and radiated from the central pointor in contemporary terms the Central Business District (CBD)-outwards. As a faculty member of the Chicago School of Urban Sociology, one of the leading sociology institutions at that time, Burgess aimed to articulate biological concepts, or social ecology, in urban terms. In this framework, ecology and its application in the social sciences placed emphasis on communities in terms of the geographic interpretation of ethnicity, class, and social policy, a taxonomy of a social species of sorts. (Harding and Blokland; 2014, 44-45) .
In a formal sense, Burgess's model consisted of five concentric rings. Each concentric ring formed a successive zone to the previous. Individual rings were allocated to a specific social class that related to economic dispersion and urban functions.
As such, each zone was indicative of specific functions that included production, places for living, and places for commuting. Social distribution conformed to a similar hierarchy. In comparison, urban centres of preindustrial cities that preceded Burgess' model indicated places that were dedicated exclusively to noblemen or the social elite. In the industrial urban form to which Burgess' model ascribes, the most exterior ring of the model was claimed by those who had the means to commute between their dwellings and city centre. Wealthy social classes migrated daily between the city centre and residences far beyond the original boundaries of the old city, due to inner urban squalor, neglect, and conditions of overcrowding. The CBD, at the heart of the circular form, remained the centre of the economic, cultural, and political life. The CBD itself contained an inner core surrounded by zones of industry that were adjacent to working-class neighbourhoods.
Credited as a normative model (Haggett and Chorley, 1967) , Burgess' proposals simplified urban complexity for the American city. The concentric notion highlighted an unavoidable condition of the industrial landscape, in its methods of growth, and its steady consumption of the landscape through extensive suburbanisation. Each zone is clarified under its own cultural traits and behavioural attitudes, and highlight the existence of types of communities.
Burgess' model is negatively critiqued for its ideological intent. (Lin & Mele, 2013: 3) . First, the model is geographically critiqued for its high-class residences; 2) medium class residences;
3) lower class residences; 4) wholesale; 5) CBD; 6) industrial suburb; 7) residential; and 8) heavy residential.
In comparison, Mann's Sectoral and Concentric model (Mann, 1965) , integrated both the preceding concentric (Burgess) and sectoral models (Hoyt). Author. bedspace (a) bedspace (b) bedspace (a) bedspace (b) bedspace (c) bedspace (a) bedspace ( As such these models becomes indicative of a specific response to spatial concepts. In support, they clarify the use of planning mechanisms that help steer territorial governance, regional programming, and neighbourhood design for social longevity. The co-dependencies between the social, spatial planning, and design, whether at the scale of the metropolitan structure, neighbourhood, urban block, or dwelling typology, therefore remains part and parcel of the same challenge.
Over prescription of the 'social'
The application of social models as planning instruments does present problems. Lee (1994; 35) 
Social-spatial frameworks and the Hong Kong SAR
How is this link between the social and the spatial made in the context of Hong Kong? Social-spatial planning still remains vague in terms of planning.
The Special Administrative Region (SAR) 9 has always been a "market city" (Ohno, 1992) 
Hong Kong's missing link
Ng (Ng, 1986, 23) states that Hong Kong's planning system, has always been inconsistent and University.
1. Pinilla Castro's thesis defines two main aspects in planning. The first refers to regulatory or planned forms of spatial strategizing and its specific instrument of management, control, and its focus to produce exact projections that define as well as predict final outcomes. 'Emergent attitudes', in direct opposition to planned approach, refer to how place making is not pre-determined by experts, nor at any of the national or municipal planning levels. They emerge as a by-product, out of a collection of public or private actions that shape urban landscapes. (2008; pp ii).
2. The original proposal was made in a paper entitled; "The Nature of Cities".
3. A later model proposed by Vance (1964) www.cubicjournal.org editors@cubicjournal.org
